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Sir or Madam: 

Please find enclosed an Appeal Brief in support of the above-referenced 
application. 
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Applicant 

Filed 
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Examiner 

Docket No. 
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REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 
The real party in interest is Ms. Doris MacAllister, as inventor and applicant. 

RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 
There are no appeals or interferences known to appellant, the appellant's legal 
representative, or assignee which will directly affect or be directly affected by or have a 
bearing on the Board's decision in the pending appeal. 

STATUS OF CLAIMS 
Claims 1-20 have been finally rejected and are the subject of this appeal. 

STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 
No amendments have been filed subsequent to final rejection. 

SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

Claim 1 

Claim 1 defines a device for prevention of abnormal joint rotation, comprising an 
appendage securing section a torso securing section coupled to the appendage securing 
section wherein the correcting pressure exerted by the torso securing section upon the 
appendage securing section counters the direction of the abnormal joint rotation. Page 9, 
[c 1]. 

Also as illustrated in claim 19, a method for preventing the internal rotation of the 
hip is disclosed, featuring providing directed pressure upon the leg which suffers from the 
internal rotation of the hip, by utilizing a the instant apparatus of claim 1 . Page 11-12, [c 
19]. 



Application No. 10/065,248 
Appeal Brief 

GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 
Claim rejections - 35 U.S.C. S102(b) 

The examiner has rejected claims 1-3, 5, and 7-18 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Kawasaki et al. U.S. Patent No. 5,486,194 (hereinafter "Kawasaki"). 

With regard to claims 1 and 5, the Examiner is of the opinion that Kawasaki 
teaches a device capable of prevention of the abnormal joint rotation (when the device is 
wrapped around a person as shown in Figures 5A-5C and 11A-11B, it can perform the 
functions as claimed), comprising an appendage securing section construction arranged to 
secure to an appendage and a torso securing section having means for coupling to the 
appendage securing section (note Figures 5A-5C and 11A-11B); wherein the torso 
securing section is constructed and arranged to secure to the torso of the patient and 
capable of applying correcting pressure directed upon the appendage securing section, 
wherein the correcting pressure exerted by the torso securing section upon the appendage 
securing section is capable of countering the direction of the abnormal joint rotation. 

With regard to claims 2-3 and 8-12, the Examiner is of the opinion that the device 
of Kawasaki is capable of applying the recited correcting pressure. 

With regard to claim 7, the Examiner notes that that band of Kawasaki is made of 
low-stretchable fiber and therefore has a certain degree of elasticity. 

With regard to claim 13, the Examiner notes that the appendage securing section 
of Kawasaki has a first end and a second end; and the torso securing section has a first 
end, an intermediate section, and a securing end, wherein the securing end of the torso 
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securing section has means for coupling to the appendage securing section (Figures 5A- 
5C). 

With regard to claims 14-15, the Examiner notes that the appendage securing 
section of Kawasaki has means 1 1 for coupling of the first end of the appendage securing 
section to the second end of the appendage securing section. 

With regard to claims 16 and 17, the Examiner notes that the torso securing 
section of Kawasaki has means for coupling of the first end of the torso securing section 
to the intermediate section of the torso securing section (all sections are connected). 

With regard to claim 18, the Examiner notes that the second end of the appendage 
securing section is joined to the first end of the torso securing section thereby forming a 
wrap. 

The Examiner rejected claim 20 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being unpatentable 
over Hori et al. U.S. Patent No. 5,464,420 (hereinafter "Hon"). The Examiner is of the 
opinion that Hori teaches the recited structure (note Figures 1 and 16) including an 
appendage securing section having a first end and a second end (note Figure 16); a torso 
securing section having a first end, an intermediate section, and a securing end, wherein 
securing end of the torso securing section has means for coupling to the appendage 
securing section, where in the second end of the appendage securing section is joined to 
the first end of the torso securing section (note Figure 16); and including the steps of 
wrapping the appendage securing section of the wrap at least once around the thigh; 
wrapping the torso securing section at least once around the patient's torso by bringing 
the torso securing section of the wrap up and over the front of the thigh and over the 
abdomen, over patient's lateral side, and over patient's lower back; and coupling of the 
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securing end of the torso securing section of the wrap to the appendage securing section 

at the front of the thigh. 

Claim rejections -35 U.S.C. SI 03 

The Examiner has rejected claim 4 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kawasaki in view of Engel U.S. Patent No. 5,993,375 (hereinafter "Engel"). Noting 
the comments above regarding the teachings of Kawasaki, the Examiner is of the opinion 
that Engel teaches magnets secured on a torso securing device for magnetic therapy 
(Figure 4). In view of this alleged teaching of Engel, the Examiner is of the opinion that 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to provide a magnetic body to the torso securing section of Kawasaki to provide 
magnetic treatment to a user. 

The Examiner has rejected claims 6 and 19 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kawasaki. Noting the comments above regarding the teachings of 
Kawasaki, the Examiner is of the opinion with regard to claim 6 that the device of 
Kawasaki has a structure which is capable of being used on a shoulder joint. 

Noting the comments above regarding the teachings of Kawasaki, the Examiner is 
of the opinion with regard to claim 19 that Kawasaki teaches the recited steps, including 
the steps of placing the first end of the appendage securing section of the wrap against an 
inside of patient's thigh of the leg wherein the appendage securing section of the wrap is 
positioned in front of the thigh (Figure 5A, the first end is the part at the inside of a 
patient's thigh); wrapping the appendage securing section of the wrap at least once 
around the thigh (note Figure 5B); wrapping the torso securing section at least once 
around the patient's torso by bringing the torso securing section of the wrap up and over 
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the lateral side of the hip, over patient's lower back, and over patient's lateral side; and 
coupling of the securing end of the torso securing section of the wrap to the appendage 
securing section at the front of the thigh. 

The Examiner is further of the opinion that by performing these wrapping steps, 
the device of Kawasaki is secured to a patient is the manner as recited, and when in place 
as recited, the device of Kawasaki performs the function of preventing the external 
rotation of the hip as recited. 
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ARGUMENT 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 

Claim L 5 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1-3, 5, and 7-18 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Kawasaki, et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,486,194 (hereinafter "Kawasaki"). As 
noted by the Examiner, 35 U.S.C. 102(b) states that: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a 
foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year 
prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Therefore, for the applicable claims, Applicant's invention will be unpatentable 

only if each and every element claimed in the application is disclosed by Kawasaki. It 

shall also be noted that there are no specific 102(b) rejections made for claims 1-3, 5, or 

8-12 other than the general comments on page 2. Regardless, the arguments contained 

herein should be sufficient to overcome any rejections of these claims, whether general or 

specific. 

Kawasaki does not disclose each and every element of Applicant's invention. The 
Examiner asserts generally that Kawasaki teaches a device capable of prevention of 
abnormal joint rotation. However, there is no supporting evidence of this assertion as 
absolutely no teaching toward any such configuration exists in the claims or specification 
of Kawasaki. 

"Inherency . . . may not be established by probabilities or possibilities. The mere 
fact that a certain thing may result from a given set of circumstances is not sufficient." In 
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re Oelrich , 666 F.2d 578, 581 (Fed. Cir. 1990) (quoting Hansgirg v. Kemmer , 102 F.2d 
212, 214 (C.C.P.A. 1981) (emphasis added). 

A review of the specification and claims of Kawasaki illustrates an absolute 
dearth of teaching regarding an apparatus comprising an appendage securing section 
construction arranged to secure to an appendage and a torso securing section having 
means for coupling to the appendage securing section; wherein the torso securing section 
is constructed and arranged to secure to the torso of the patient and capable of applying 
correcting pressure directed upon the appendage securing section, wherein the correcting 
pressure exerted by the torso securing section upon the appendage securing section is 
capable of countering the direction of the abnormal joint rotation. 

In fact, as shown herein, the wrapping portions of the Kawasaki apparatus are 
designed only to secure mechanisms (to prevent bleeding) to the external surface of the 
human body. Thus, the Kawasaki apparatus was intentionally not designed and therefore 
affords no thought toward proper direction or constraint of internal joints. 

The apparatus disclosed in Kawasaki consists of a one-piece wrap that never 
encompasses any embodiment to support the leg. In fact, as described in the patent, this 
leg wrapping portion la of the band 1 is designed only to support a balloon and house a 
fluid feed tube 6 linked to a balloon, as it may be deemed. Thus, the patent contains 
absolutely no teaching whatsoever toward utilization of the leg wrapping portion la as a 
device, nor could it 5 as the leg wrapping portion is ill sized and improperly configured to 
complete such a task as the leg wrapping portion never completely encompasses the leg 
in the proper manner as achieved by the instant invention. (Kawasaki, column, 7, lines 60 
-67, column 8 lines 1-10) 
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Moreover, the Examiner entirely failed to specifically cite to any portion of the 
specification or claims in issuing the rejection at hand. Instead, the Examiner offered 
only a generalized rejection wholly lacking proper bases and directing Applicant to 
figures which, as shown above can not pertain to the instant invention. A review of the 
specification and claims of Kawasaki illustrates the Examiner's reasoning for failing to 
proffer proper citation - none exists. In fact, a review of the specification of Kawasaki 
illustrates that the apparatus teaches away from the use of apparatuses functioning in the 
manner as that of the Applicant's invention. 

A reference may be said to teach away when a person of ordinary skill, upon 
reading the reference would be discouraged from following the path set out in the 
reference, or would be led in a direction divergent from the path that the applicant took. 
In Re Gurley , 27 F3d 551, 31 USPQ 2d, 1131 (Fed. Cir. 1994). In general, a reference 
teaches away if it suggests that the line of development flowing from the reference's 
disclosure is unlikely to be productive of the result sought by the applicant. United States 
v. Adams . 383 U.S. 39, 52, 148 USPQ 193, 199 (Fed. Cir. 1983). Therefore, the 
Examiners rejections must fail. 

Therefore, clearly, as no support for the Examiner's reasoning exists in Kawasaki, 
there can be no anticipation of claims 1 and 5 based upon the unsupported assertion that 
the band of Kawasaki is capable of countering the direction of the abnormal joint 
rotation. 
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Claims 2. 3 

In regard to claim 2, as shown above, nothing in the Kawasaki apparatus is 
designed to "counter the direction of the external rotation of the joint." "Inherency 
may not be established by probabilities or possibilities. The mere fact that a certain thing 
may result from a given set of circumstances is not sufficient." In re Oelrich. 666 F.2d 
578, 581 (Fed. Cir. 1990) (quoting Hansgirg v. Kemmer . 102 F.2d 212, 214 (C.C.P.A. 
1981) (emphasis added). 

Once again, the Examiner entirely failed to specifically cite to any portion of the 
specification or claims in issuing the rejection at hand. Instead, the Examiner offered 
only a generalized rejection wholly lacking proper bases and directing Applicant to 
figures which, as shown above can not pertain to the instant invention. A review of the 
specification and claims of Kawasaki illustrates the Examiner's reasoning for failing to 
proffer proper citation - none exists. 

Therefore, clearly, as no support for the Examiner's reasoning exists in Kawasaki, 
there can be no anticipation of claim 2 based upon the unsupported assertion that the 
band of Kawasaki is capable of exerting the correcting pressure by the torso securing 
section upon the appendage securing section counters the direction of the external 
rotation of the joint. 

Regarding claim 3, once again, the above reason regarding claims 1 and 5 applies 
as the Kawasaki apparatus applies only to the external securing of mechanisms to the 
body and not to countering abnormal joint rotation. Although this siThe mere fact that a 
certain thing may result from a given set of circumstances is not sufficient." 
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Therefore, clearly, as no support for the Examiner's reasoning exists in Kawasaki, 
there can be no anticipation of claim 3 based upon the unsupported assertion that the 
band of Kawasaki is capable of exerting the correcting pressure by the torso securing 
section upon the appendage securing section counters the direction of the internal 
rotation of the joint. 
Claim 7-18 

With regard to claim 7, Kawasaki claims a band made of non-or low-stretchable 
fiber. Applicant's claim 7 recites an "elastic material." Therefore, Kawasaki teaches an 
element that is distinctly different from elastic, i.e. non or low stretchable fiber and thus 
actually teaches away from use of the design of claim 7. Therefore, this limitation of 
Kawasaki clearly precludes the Examiner's finding that cannot be said to meet the "each 
and every element" requirement of 35 U.S.C. 102(b). 

Regarding claim 13, the Examiner's contention that Kawasaki includes an 
appendage securing section that has a first end and a second end, and a torso securing 
section that has a first end, and intermediate section and a securing end is simply not 
accurate. To the contrary, Kawasaki discloses a single band that has one end that 
includes projections, and the other end portion of the band that can be thrusted on said 
projections. Kawasaki, col. 4, lines 50-55, and col. 17, line 10. Because the band of 
Kawasaki is limited to a single band with only two ends, it is impossible for Kawasaki to 
disclose an appendage securing section that has a first end and a second end, and a torso 
securing section that has a first end, and intermediate section and a securing end. 
Therefore, Kawasaki does not anticipate these elements of Applicant's invention. 



11 



Application No. 10/065,248 

Response to Office Action dated 04/05/2005 

Applicant's invention, as recited in claim 16 discloses the addition of a coupling 
means to the device. Claim 1 8 discloses that the device may be joined together to form a 
single band wrap. These embodiments, along with simple claim differentiation principles 
illustrate once again that Kawasaki does not come close to teaching Applicant's 
invention. As claimed and depicted in Applicant's drawings, figures 1-4, the torso 
section and the appendage section are separate elements. Kawasaki claims a single band, 
therefore, the anticipation analysis may end with claim 1 of Kawasaki. The dependent 
status of the remainder of Applicant's claims make them immune to any possibility of 
anticipation by Kawasaki as well, because if the independent claim elements are not 
anticipated, claims depending therefrom cannot be anticipated either. 

Therefore, clearly, as no support for the Examiner's reasoning exists in Kawasaki, 
there can be no anticipation of claims 7-18 based upon the unsupported assertion that the 
band of Kawasaki is capable of countering the direction of the abnormal joint rotation. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 

As noted by the examiner, 35 U.S.C. 103(a) states that: 

a patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between 
the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention 
was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
matter pertains. 

Therefore, Applicant's invention will be unpatentable if the differences between it and the 
combined knowledge disclosed in the patents granted to Kawasaki in view of Engel are 
such that applicant's invention would have been obvious. 
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The invention that was made, however, does not make itself obvious; that 
suggestion or teaching must come from the prior art. UnirovaL Inc. v. Rudkin- Wiley 
Corp .. 837 F.2d 1044, 1051-52, 5 USPQ 29 1434, 1438 (Fed. Cir. 1991). (It is 
impermissible to reconstruct the claimed invention from selected pieces of prior art 
absent some suggestion, teaching, or motivation in the prior art to do so). It is 
impermissible to use the claimed invention as an instructional manual or 'template" to 
piece together the teachings of the prior art so that the claimed invention is rendered 
obvious. Clearly here, the Examiner has "pieced together" the obviousness rejection as 
Applicant's invention not only teaches away form the individual references, but even 
further from the inoperative combination of the references. 

The Examiner has rejected claim 4 as being unpatentable over Kawasaki in view 
of U.S. Patent No. 5,993,375 to Engel (hereinafter "Engel")- Like Kawasaki, Engel 
teaches a system to attach, or strap, something to the human body, in this case an external 
magnetic therapy device. The Examiner's argument is valid if, and only if, the previous 
arguments with regard to the disclosure of Kawasaki are valid. As has been shown, the 
disclosure of Kawasaki is so divergent from Applicant's invention that the simple 
addition of Engel, a patent that discloses the use of magnets, can not render Applicant's 
invention obvious, as both devices contemplate external stimulation and do not affect 
internal joints. 

The Examiner has rejected claim 6 as being obvious because Kawaski's device 
could arguably be used on a shoulder joint. This argument has merit as far as it goes, but 
Kawasaki's device, wrapped around the shoulder, would not prevent any shoulder joint 
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rotation, normal or abnormal, any more than it would prevent hip rotation. Therefore, it 
is immaterial whether the device of Kawasaki could potentially be wrapped around the 
shoulder. Furthermore, there would be no motivation to wrap the device of Kawasaki 
around the shoulder, because the primary purpose of the device is to apply hemostatic 
pressure to a wound via a balloon. The type of catheter wound contemplated for 
treatment by Kawasaki simply does not occur in the shoulder region. 

With respect to claim 19, the Examiner argues that Figure 5 A of Kawasaki 
teaches the steps recited in claim 19. In reality, Figure 5 A helps demonstrate the 
differences between the two devices that render Applicant's device both novel and 
nonobvious. Specifically, in direct contrast to the Examiner's statement, Kawasaki does 
not show the step of wrapping the appendage securing section of the wrap at least once 
around the thigh prior to wrapping around the torso securing section. Kawasaki shows 
only an X-shaped single band wrap. This configuration simply does not provide the 
corrective pressure necessary for counteracting abnormal joint rotation, nor does it 
include the step of wrapping around the thigh. It surely does not provide the corrective 
pressure for the internal and external rotations claimed by Applicant. Generally 
speaking, Kawasaki simply provides a wrap that secures the portion of the device 
designed to apply pressure to a wound, and simply claiming that it is capable of exerting 
corrective pressures for abnormal joint rotation does not make it so. 

The same facts and corresponding arguments apply to the Examiner's rejection of 
claim 20. The wrap of Hori, et al. U.S. Patent No. 5,464,420 (hereinafter "Hori") is not 
wrapped at least once around the thigh prior to attaching to the torso securing section. 
Similar to the device of Kawasaki, the device of Hori is wrapped in an X-shaped fashion, 
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around the thigh, and does not include an initial revolution around the thigh as claimed 
and illustrated by Applicant's invention. More importantly, the device of Hori is simply 
incapable of providing the corrective forces necessary to prevent the abnormal joint 
rotation as provided by Applicant's device. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees which may 
be required for this amendment, or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 12- 
0115. 

In the event that an extension of time is required to file this response, the 
Commissioner is requested to grant a petition for that extension of time that is required to 
make this response timely and is hereby authorized to charge any fee for such an 
extension of time or credit any overpayment for an extension of time to Deposit Account 
No. 12-0115. 

Applicant has made a diligent effort to place the claims in condition for 
allowance. However, should there remain unresolved issues that require adverse action, 
it is respectfully requested that the Examiner telephone Gary E. Lambert, Applicant's 
Attorney at (617) 720-0091 so that such issues may be resolved as expeditiously as 
possible. 

For these stated herein and in view of the above remarks and arguments, 
Applicant asserts that this application is now considered to be in condition for allowance 
and such action is earnestly solicited. Applicant respectfully contends that each rejected 
Claim is patentable. Therefore, reversal of all rejections is courteously solicited. 
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Date 



Gary E. Lambert 
Lambert & Associates 
92 State Street 
Boston, MA 02109 
Tel. (617) 720-0091 



Respectfully Submitted, 




jary E. Lambert 
Attorney for Applicant 
Reg. No. 35,925 
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CLAIMS APPENDIX 

1 . A device for prevention of the abnormal joint rotation, comprising: 

an appendage securing section constructed and arranged to secure to the 

appendage having the abnormal joint rotation; 

a torso securing section having means for coupling to the appendage securing 

section, wherein the torso securing section is constructed and arranged to 

secure to the torso of the patient and to apply correcting pressure directed 

upon the appendage securing section, wherein the correcting pressure 

exerted by the torso securing section upon the appendage securing section 

counters the direction of the abnormal joint rotation. 

2. The device of claim 1 wherein: 

the torso securing section is constructed and arranged to secure to the torso of the 
patient and to apply correcting pressure upon the appendage securing 
section, where in the correcting pressure exerted by the torso securing 
section upon the appendage securing section counters the direction of the 
external rotation of the joint. 

3. The device of claim 1 wherein: 

the torso securing section is constructed and arranged to secure to the torso of the 
patient and to apply pressure upon the appendage securing section, 
wherein the correcting pressure exerted by the torso securing section upon 
the appendage securing section counters the direction of the internal 
rotation of the joint. 

4. The device of claim 1 wherein: 
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the torso securing section has means for affixing upon it of at least one 
magnetic body. 

5. The device of claim 1 wherein: 

the appendage suffering from the abnormal joint rotation is a leg, wherein 
the joint having the abnormal rotation is a hip. 

6. The device of claim 1 wherein: 

the appendage suffering from the abnormal joint rotation is an arm, 
wherein the joint having the abnormal rotation is a shoulder. 

7. The device of claim 1 wherein: 

the torso securing section is composed of an elastic material. 

8. The device of claim 1 wherein: 

an appendage securing section constructed and arranged to secure to a 
thigh of a leg having the abnormal rotation of the hip; and 

a torso securing section is constructed and arranged to secure to the torso 
of the patient and to apply correcting pressure directed upon the 
appendage securing section, wherein the correcting pressure 
exerted by the torso securing section upon the appendage securing 
section counters the direction of the abnormal rotation of the hip. 

9. The device of claim 8 wherein: 

the torso securing section is constructed and arranged to secure to the torso of the 
patient and to apply pressure upon the appendage securing section, 
wherein such pressure is inwardly directed in relation to the hip having 
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external rotation with a result of prevention of the external rotation of the 
hip. 

10. The device of claim 8 wherein: 

the torso securing section is constructed and arranged to secure to the torso 
of the patient and to apply pressure upon the appendage securing 
section, wherein such pressure is simultaneously inwardly, 
frontally and upwardly directed in relation to the hip having 
external rotation with a result of prevention of the external rotation 
of the hip. 

1 1 . The device of claim 8 wherein: 

the torso securing section is constructed and arranged to secure to the torso 

of the patient and to apply pressure upon the appendage securing section, 
wherein such pressure is outwardly directed in relation to the hip having 
internal rotation with a result of prevention of the internal rotation of the 
hip. 

12. The device of claim 8 wherein: 

the torso securing section is constructed and arranged to secure to the torso of the 
patient and to apply pressure upon the appendage securing section, 
wherein such pressure is simultaneously outwardly, rearwardly and 
upwardly directed in relation to the hip having internal rotation, with a 
result of prevention of the internal rotation of the hip. 

13. The device of claim 1 wherein: 

the appendage securing section has a first end and a second end; and 
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the torso securing section has a first end, an intermediate section, and a securing 
end, wherein the securing end of the torso securing section has means for 
coupling to the appendage securing section. 

14. The device of claim 13 wherein: 

the appendage securing section has means for coupling of the first end of the 

appendage securing section to the second end of the appendage securing 
section. 

15. The device of claim 13 where in: 

the first end of the appendage securing section is coupled to the second end of the 
appendage securing section. 

16. The device of claim 13 wherein: 

the torso securing section has means for coupling of the first end of the torso 

securing section to the intermediate section of the torso securing section. 

17. The device of claim 13 wherein: 

the first end of the torso securing section is coupled to the intermediate section of 
the torso securing section. 

18. The device of claim 13 wherein: 

the second end of the appendage securing section is joined to the first end of the 
torso securing section thereby forming a wrap. 

19. A method of prevention of the external rotation of the hip by providing directed 
pressure upon a leg suffering from the external rotation of the hip, using a wrap 
comprising: 

the appendage securing section having a first end and a second end; 
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the torso securing section having a first end, an intermediate section, and a 

securing end, wherein the securing end of the torso securing section has 
means for coupling to the appendage securing section; and 

wherein the second end of the appendage securing section is joined to the first end 
of the torso securing section; 
said method comprising: 

a) placing the first end of the appendage securing section of the wrap against an 
inside of patient's thigh of the leg suffering from the external rotation of the hip, 
wherein the appendage securing section of the wrap is positioned in front of the 
thigh; 

b) wrapping the appendage securing section of the wrap at least once around the 
thigh; 

c) wrapping the torso securing section at least once around patient's torso by 
bringing the torso securing section of ht wrap up and over the lateral side of the 
hip suffering form the external rotation of the hip, over patient's lower back, and 
over patient's lateral side which lateral side is opposed to the side suffering form 
the external rotation of the hip; and 

d) coupling of the securing end of the torso securing section of the wrap to the 
appendage securing section at the front of the thigh. 

20. A method of prevention of the internal rotation of the hip by providing directed 
pressure upon a leg suffering from the internal rotation of the hip, using a wrap 
comprising: 

the appendage securing section having a first end and a second end; 
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the torso securing section having a first end, an intermediate section, and a 

securing end, wherein the securing end of the torso securing section has 
means for coupling to the appendage securing section; and 
wherein the second end of the appendage securing section is joined to the 
first end of the torso securing section; 
said method comprising: 

a) placing the first end of the appendage securing section of the wrap against an 
outside of patient's thigh of the leg suffering from the external rotation of the hip, 
wherein the appendage securing section of the wrap is positioned in front of the 
thigh; 

b) wrapping the appendage securing section of the wrap at least once around the 
thigh; 

c) wrapping the torso securing section at least once around patient's torso by 
bringing the torso securing section of the wrap up and over the front of ht thigh 
and over the abdomen, over patient's lateral side which lateral side is opposed to 
the side suffering from the internal rotation of the hip, and over patient's lower 
back; and 

d) coupling of the securing end of the torso securing section of ht wrap to the 
appendage securing section at the front of the thigh. 
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EVIDENCE APPENDIX 
The following is the evidence submitted by the examiner and relied upon 
by appellant in the appeal. 

5,486,194 Kawasaki, et al. 1-1996 

5,464,420 Horietal. 11-1995 

5,993,375 Engel 11-1999 
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RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDK 

There are no decisions rendered by a court or the Board in any proceeding as 

noted in the section titled: RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES. 
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